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REMARKS 

Amend ments to Claims 

Claims 1 1, 25. and 37 have been amended to delete compound (iii) thereby 
M»8 ito clatms ,o hydrefluorecarbons, Auoreethere, and fluoroetheram nee 

Claims 11, 13-15,22,24-28,31.32,33.37,39,40,41 4<M6 anrtsn'h™ 
been amended to speedy limit me suitable compound . 

mCOrP aa ms ^ TTZ?*" 21 ' 34 ' 47 '" to ,he — ded~ 
Claims 21 , 34, and 47 have been cancelled. 

Haim Add^onally some minor changes fn wording have been made In several 
claims that change neither the meaning nor scope of the claims 

All changes are indicated with delations struck through, and additions 
underlined. 

Rejection Unr W Section 109( h) 

Claims 1 1, 25, and 37 were as anticipated by Sakural. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. Applicant respectfully directs the Examiner's attention to the 
subjectmatternowrecitedinclaimsll^^andS^ Claim 11 is directed to a process 
for preparing highly transparent fluorinated hydrocarbons, fluorinated ethers and 
fluonnated ether-amines of specified certain specified compositions. Claims 25 and 
37 are d.rected to processes for forming an image using highly transparent liquid 
fluonnated hydrocarbons, fluorinated ethers, and fluorinated ether-amines of 
specfied certain specified compositions. Nowhere does Applicant claim 
perfluoroalkyl radicals, as asserted by Examiner. 

The highly transparent liquid fluorinated hydrocarbons, fluorinated ethers and 
fluonnated ether-amines employed in the instant processes contain fluoroalkyl 
radicals, as do many known organic compounds. However, Sakurai's disclosure Is 
limited to acrylate monomers containing fluoroalkyl radicals whereas Applicant's 
processes are limited to the use of fluorinated hydrocarbons, fluorinated ethers, and 
fluonnated ether-amines, none of which are disclosed by Sakurai. Furthermore, none 
of the compositions employed in the instantly claimed processes are acrylates 
Therefore Sakurai does not disclose the same compositions as those employed by 
Applicant, and Sakurai therefore is disqualified as anticipating art 

As stated in the MPEP §706.02, Tor anticipation under 35 USC §102 the 
reference must teach every aspect of the claimed invention either explicitly or' 
.mpliedly. Any feature not directly taught must be inherently present" Since Sakurai 
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reference. ™ *" n ° t m8et * e Omenta for an anticipating 

Rejecting under <iinj r.> 
Chums „- 17 , ,g. 21 23-30,32-34,37-43 45^7 49 so « 
as anticipated by Whaland. Applicant respecMy ^te^l^ r ** d 

~j ™ si: S5^r^jar m 

Examiner states that the polymer disclosed by Wheland nnmnri^ 

Th,s » an tmportant point, because the define of Wheland arainooen^bleTn mf 
improvements in UV transparency «^rvea 

=~s==qesss;.s£. 

abbrev,ations for the various matenala employed in the p rep at«on 0 SjL 
Applicant reapectfully regueste the Examine,- to Indicate epeciflcX 
passage Wheland makes the alleged dlsotot ura. The mere . 
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me instontrnvention. name|ylhe - 
x . re«ed „ claims 11,25, and 37 as . mended. Applicant «pZ^l' 
to the Examiner tha, ma™ h rented in Wheland Co. ,5 lines «0 and cZ^Z 3- 
7 n^o, ma pemuorocarhon apadaa Lcompass*. ay the re^co^ndT 

TnaExamtaratateamat-Whala™ incol 24, lines 1-3, discloses that the 
otgentc compose includee ... CF,CFH CFHCF^F,.- App^,* ns?ealMy 
*sagrees. AppUc^ wishes to polnt M „ „ jj^^ h fc ^ " 

organic , oomposWon- recited. Applicare Is unsure to what the tem, The cyanic 

ZaT, 2 a " yre '* re - Ap "»»« «-*» e«.me the, Examiner 
vnshes to toferto the polymer of Wheland. 

Apptioant respectfully that the Examined use of the tern, "organic 

°" heaek "" 0hem ' Ca ' temK in *• reaute 

in an undelete tact of preeislon and has eonrusad App,=ant I, i, wal. xnow that 

many lypea of organic composes are patentable over other pn>exis«ng organic 
oempoa*^. Tha fact ma, me .^osWons of Wheland ate organic, and theinstan, 
compos,*™ are organic, and that they are entptoyad In similar ways, does not 
mean that the methods of Whelend employing the organio composes of Whe la nd 
iSUafiUs those In the instant Invention. 

Applicant ecknowtedges that Wheland discloses the use of CF 3 CFH 
CFHCFiCF* But If the term the organtc composition- refers to the polymer of 
Wheland. Applicant traverses the Examiner's assertion that Wheland discloses that 
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the polymer composition employad .herein is "included.- ,n Wheland Co, 24 Knes 1 3 
« . disclosed that CF 3 CFH CFHCF^ is employad as a soh-en, for «he 
potation Mfc. That is a,,, in Co,. 24 lines 5-7. H is s,a«ed that following ma 

2rr ,he autoc,ave - vented ' *° «* « «,e ~ 

dnad. Thara ,s no Indicaton wha,evar ,ha, me CF,CFH CFHCF 2 CF 3 initiator solvC 
™otP°rated into the polymer composition. 

August 9 2006. AppHcant stated that Wheland at at. does not disclose an oroanic 
compos*on Applicant has no, so stated. Applicant raspac«ul. y 3Te^ SSL 

" S8me ° OmPOSl,l0n 8S ,hat *• *• claims. Wheland d^ea 
pemuoroatones having up to she carbons In a linear chain. Applicant hastn^d 
.he clams by deleting compound «i ,n order to bring ApplicanfaLenfcn in,o 
conform^ wfth Examiner's reason for rejection 

WhelanTsn^^T PreV,0US ' y - an<f hSre re,tera,eS ' that ,te di »*>^ <* 
Whetend ,s ,n„ed to polymers and ,ha, the companions emp | oy9<1 in , he processe . 

Applicant aaserts that because Wheland etal. is limited to polymers while me 
inaton, mvenhon Is limited to me use o, non-po^meric organic ij J thal J^, 

MPEP Zi 7 " "T? !* SUC " ™* Whe ' and feib to meel ,he -^nrerna 
anSg aT' ' ^ ^ " * * di ~ d 

Rejection Unrto r ?k i i.s.g s 1Qa 

n« • C, i mS C: 18 ' V' 44 W6re rej0Cted as ""Patentable over Sakural in view of 

u^ T h ^ r mer StateS ' n ^ PO/>S9 te " D *™y '* ^Pended 

upon to dolose the use of the claimed optically transparent compound as an 

optically transparent compound." 

lines 57-68. Th,S rejeCti ° n fe respectfu,, y trav ^ed. Quoting from Deviny, Col. 5, 



13 and 14 for (^ndensina the C »IrS^ 2" d . he ? tecl by heater 2 - Coolin 9 ^''s 
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e " ew 9 win*™, „ (madft 



for 



Quoting further from Deviny, Coi. 6 lines 23-32 

Ki *- 0tn ™ Encyclopedl of CrTemicai *f " F,UOro Ethers an ° 
John Wiley 4 Sons (N.Y., 1980). ° hem,cal Technology, 3rd Ed., 10. p. 875. 



Liquid Boiling point. e c. 
Perfluoro-4-methylmorphoiine ~~~~~~ 



51 



Applicant asserts that Devlnv rii«Hr*e«» «. 

heathanstertiuid ^S^" as . 



immersion of a curable film in the vapor o 
amended, the instant claims are limited to 



' rs^itsr 

perfluoro-4-rnethylmorpholine. As 

ft*n ■ < _ _ — r mm . 



v,w, „ IC lil5[anl c , a|ms 9^ f| . m . - 

•^renc/ofm™*^^^^^ 

the present invention wa s e^en^T * flndin9S ~ «*« with 

prepare the desired <ZL ,1™ PUn,,Cat,on fe "eceasaryend effective to 
invention. ' ,n *a "quid sutebie for use h ^ instan , 

The Examiner further refects claim* 99 >to 
We. ofHatzaMs. Appiican, acLwfeo^ «^ZST" 
established method forourifvlno d»— ™ t,n5!Ke - tnaw oycling is a well. 
na 9 ard, Applioant ao^owledpes 22?- * 3 

the need to extract Z?"* ** ,n "* *" °° nftDnte<1 

compounds!, it |«^SJ?S T ""^ ^ *• "" uia ""-Positions frt,m 
"» rv A recitea in the claims m qht be led tn +0/ < ■ 

achieve a desirable leva, of transparency. Z^^t^T Cy °" n9 " 
thai such a procedure will actuallv h» . teaching in the art 

liquid compounds ZtoZSfZZ. fTf " redUdn9 ' he UV abs °*<™* of the 

whether freeze-thaw cyclin 9 were effete lit 7 7 TOt kn ° W W,,nou, **« 
no. a Prop er Stendai d for detemt^otLsnesT ""^ 10 V " 

l^raphv with SaCr^slT^aC^r 9 

acryiate polymers for use in photolithography 
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would lead one of ordinary skill In the art to Applicant's invention. Applicant 
respectfully traverses Examiner's assertion, and Applicant further asserts that 
Examiner has failed to make a prima facie case of obviousness 

Applicant's claims are limited to the liquid compounds of i, ii, iv -x as recited in 
the cla.ms, as amended. No where in Sakurai nor Switkes is that limitation taught or 
suggested. Quoting the MPEP. section 706.02(j) (emphasis added): 

"Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must 
teach or suggest all the claim limitations. The teaching or suggestion to 
make the claimed combination and the reasonable expectation of 
success must both be found in the prior art and not based on 
applicant's disclosure. 
The combination of references cited by Examiner fail to teach or suggest all the claim 
lim.tat.ons un the instant application, and therefore the cited combination of references 
is disqualified at prior art under 35 U.S.C. §103. 

Examiner's Response to Arg..m P ^ c 

Applicant has amended the claims to render moot the refutation Examiner 
makes to Applicant's arguments of August 9. 2006. Compound iii has been deleted 
from the claims thereby overcoming the Wheland reference, and the term "liquid" has 
been incorporated into the independent claims as an additional limitation thereby 
overcoming the Deviny reference. 

Request for Interview 

In view of the number of issues raised in the Office Action. Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner grant Applicant's undersigned representative 
a telephone Interview to resolve outstanding issues. Applicant's representative can 
be reached at 302 992 4947. The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact 
Applicant's representative to arrange a mutually convenient time for an interview 
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Conclusion 

allowance and requests Examiner to advance them thereto. 



Respectfully submitted, 

GAJL A DALICKAS 
ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANTS 
Regisitratfon No.: 40.979 
Telephone: (302)992-4947 
Facsimile: 

Dated: January 1Q , ?nn7 



l 
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